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neighbours and those whom you can influence for non-
violent defence. I quite agree with you that no responsible
person can sit idly by in these times. Violent preparation
would need long previous training. Non-violent preparation
means mental adjustment. Possibility of anarchy there
undoubtedly is. But if you are non-violent, you will not
give way to fear. Do not anticipate anarchy just as you do
not anticipate death though you know that it is a certainty.
If you are non-violent, you will believe that there will be no
anarchy. But if unfortunately it comes, you and your
companions or followers will give your lives to prevent it*
Those who give their lives in trying to kill those whom they
regard as robbers or mischief-makers, do no better, possibly
they do worse. They risk their lives, and there is darkness
after they are gone. What is more, they may leave things
-worse by feeding the fire of violence by counter-violence.
Those who die unresistingly are likely to still the fury of
violence by their wholly innocent sacrifice. But this truly
non-violent action is not possible unless it springs from a heart
belief that he whom you fear and regard as a robber, dacoit,
or worse, and you are one, and that therefore, it is better
that you die at his hands than that he, your ignorant
brother, should die at yours.

Sevagram, 24-6-'40
Harijan, 29-5-1940
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The next question for consideration is that of providing
for internal disorder and external invasion. The raising of
private armies will be worse than useless. It will never be
allowed. No power, whether foreign or Swadeshi, can
tolerate private armies. Those, therefore, who believe in
the necessity of India having armed forces will be driven
sooner or later to enlist themselves under the British banner.
It is the logical outcome of the belief. The Working Com-
mittee have taken the decision on the point. If it is to abide,
I have little doubt that they will presently have to advise